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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -35 remain for examination. The correspondence filed 2/23/05 amended 
claims 1, 3, 4, 6, 8, 15, 18-20, and 25. 

2. In view of the amendment filed on 2/23/05, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. New grounds for rejection are set forth below. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments, see the amendment filed 2/23/05, with respect to the 
rejection of claim 25 under Gelman have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a 
new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Gelman and RFC2246. 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 8 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gelman 
(U.S. Patent 6,415,329), and further in view of RFC2246 ("The TLS Protocol, Version 
1.0"; hereinafter "RFC2246"). 

Regarding claim 25: 

Gelman discloses a method by which a terminal can access a server, said 
method comprising the steps of: 

said terminal sending a request for said server to a gateway (col. 10, lines 50- 
650, wherein security utilized between said terminal and said gateway is based on a 
first security protocol (col. 11, lines 1-10); 

securing said server with a second security protocol, said second security 
protocol also including an encryption (col. 3, lines 1-5); and 

converting between said first and said second security protocol in a secured 
domain of said server administrated by an administrator (col. 31, lines 50-65; col. 7, 
lines 15-30), and wherein 

encrypted packets sent by said terminal are routed by said gateway to said 
secured domain without said gateway decrypting all of the packets transmitted during a 
session (col. 11, lines 1-10). 

Although Gelman does not disclose "said first security protocol including an 
encryption", Gelman does teach that the invention is not limited to converting packets 
from TCP to WLP, but can alternatively be used as a generic translator between 
packets of any protocol (col. 31, lines 40-67). RFC2246 discloses a protocol designed 
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to operate in conjunction with TCP to add encryption and security to network traffic 
(page 3, "Introduction"). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to allow conversion between TLS (a first security 
protocol containing an encryption) to WLP. The motivation for doing so would be to 
permit the creation of a more flexible firewall that can keep private networks secure (col. 
32, lines 14-22). 

7. Claims 1-17, 19-24, and 26-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lincke (U.S. Patent 6,253,326), and further in view of "Wireless 
Authentication Protocol Wireless Transport Layer Specification" (hereinafter, "WAP 
WTLS"). 

Referring to Claim 1 : 

Lincke discloses a method by which a mobile subscriber with a WAP-enabled 
terminal can access a WEB or WAP server, comprising the steps of: 

said terminal sending a request for said server to a WAP gateway (col. 8, lines 
40-50), wherein encryption in the wireless interface between said WAP-enabled 
terminal (col. 83, lines 1-10), and 

wherein an encryption protocol used by said server is based on the SSL and/or 
TLS security protocol (col. 111, lines 15-25); and 

converting between [WTLS] and SSL and/or TLS in a secured domain of said 
server administrated by an administrator (col. 91, lines 50-65), wherein the [WTLS] 
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encrypted packets sent by said terminal are routed by said gateway to said secured 
domain without said gateway decrypting all of the encrypted packets transported during 
a session (col. 17, lines 40-50; col. 113, line 55-col. 114, line 15). 

Although Lincke does not explicitly disclose the use of WTLS, it does provide for 
the use of alternate wireless protocols (col. 115, lines 35-40). WAP WTLS discloses the 
use of the WTLS protocol, which is modular and can thus be layered on top of an 
existing transport layer protocol, and also contains an encryption (Section 1, "Scope"; 
Section 5.1 , "Reference Model"). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to use WTLS in the invention disclosed by 
Lincke. The motivation for doing so would be to use a technology that is widely known 
as an industry standard, rather than the proprietary protocol technology disclosed by 
Lincke, to facilitate its acceptance (WAP WTLS, Section 1, "Scope", 1st paragraph). 

Referring to Claim 2: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 1 above. Lincke further 
discloses said gateway routes said packets to a proxy in said secured domain, said 
proxy using at least one protocol layer of the WAP protocol (col. 17, lines 40-45; col. 18, 
lines 45-68). 
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Referring to Claim 3: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 2 above. Lincke further 
discloses said packets are routed according to the URL and/or the domain name of the 
requested page in said gateway (col. 114, lines 20-35). 

Referring to Claim 4: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 2 above. Lincke further 
discloses said packets are routed according to the port number (col. 114, lines 20-35). 

Referring to Claim 5: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 4 above. Lincke further 
discloses said encrypted packets are routed according to different port numbers to 
different secured domains (col. 18, lines 20-35). 

Referring to Claim 6: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 4 above. Lincke further 
discloses said port numbers are extracted in an application layer of said gateway from 
the URL of the request page (col. 18, lines 20-35). 

Referring to Claim 7: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 6 above. Lincke further 
discloses said port number is extracted from only a restricted number packets during a 
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session, and wherein the routing of at least one of the following packets depends on this 
extracted port number (col. 17 t lines 10-25; col. 18, lines 20-40;). 

Referring to Claim 8: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 7 above. Lincke further 
discloses wherein a proxy server in said secured domain extracts the URL and/or the 
port number of the received packets and where the proxy server sends back a 
command to said gateway if it receives a packet with a different URL and/or port 
number (col. 18, lines 20-68). 

Referring to Claim 9: 

Lincke and WAR WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 4 above. Lincke further 
discloses said port number is extracted from said URL of the required web page in said 
terminal (col. 18, lines 20-30). 

Referring to Claim 10. 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 9 above. Lincke further 
discloses said port number is extracted by a browser from said URL of the required web 
page (col. 11, lines 15-40). 
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Referring to Claim 1 1 : 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 8 above. Lincke further 
discloses, wherein the browser in said terminal only copies said port number in said 
packets if an end-to-end secured connection is requested (col. 13, lines 35-50). 

Referring to Claim 12: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 3 above. Lincke further 
discloses said packets in said gateway are routed to a secured domain if said port 
number is comprised in a predefined range (col. 114, lines 20-30). 

Referring to Claim 13: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 3 above. Lincke further 
discloses said gateway sends a redirect command to said terminal if an end-to-end 
secured connection is requested (col. 18, lines 30-40; col. 19, lines 5-25). 

Referring to Claim 14: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 13 above. Lincke further 
discloses said redirect command is time limited (col. 19, lines 1-25). 



Referring to Claim 15: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 13 above. Lincke further 
discloses a proxy server in said secured domain extracts the URL and/or the port 
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number of the received packets and sends a redirect command back to said terminal as 
soon as the session is to be routed to said gateway (col. 18, lines 35-65; col. 19, lines 1- 
35). 

Referring to Claim 16: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 1 3 above. Lincke further 
discloses said redirect command contains a forwarding address which is extracted from 
a document made accessible by said WEB or WAP server (col. 19, lines 1-20). 

Referring to Claim 17: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 1 3 above. Lincke further 
discloses said redirect command contains a document which includes the forwarding 
address (col 18, lines 20-65). 

Referring to Claim 19: 

Lincke discloses a gateway comprising: 

means for receiving packets encrypted according to the [WTLS] protocol from 
WAP-enabled terminals (col. 18, lines 1-20, 60-68); 

means for converting said packets into SSL-encrypted requests (col. 91, lines 50- 
51); and means for transmitting said SSL-requests to a receiving server (col. 91, lines 
50-51 ), wherein said gateway can recognize [WTLS]-encrypted packets that are to be 
sent on transparently and can convert said [WTLS]-encrypted packets into 
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SSL-encrypted request without decrypting the information contained in said 
[WTLS]-encrypted packets (col. 18, lines 1-65; col. 83, lines 1-20; col. 92, lines 10-15), 
Although Lincke does not explicitly disclose the use of WTLS, it does provide for 
the use of alternate wireless protocols (col. 1 1 5, lines 35-40). WAP WTLS discloses the 
use of the WTLS protocol, which is modular and can thus be layered on top of an 
existing transport layer protocol, and also contains an encryption (Section 1, "Scope"; 
Section 5.1 , "Reference Model"). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to use WTLS in the invention disclosed by 
Lincke. The motivation for doing so would be to use a technology that is widely known 
as an industry standard, rather than the proprietary protocol technology disclosed by 
Lincke, to facilitate its acceptance (WAP WTLS, Section 1, "Scope", 1st paragraph). 

Referring to Claim 20: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 19 above. Lincke further 
discloses wherein said WTLS-encrypted packets are routed according to the URL 
and/or the domain name of the requested page (col. 114, lines 20-35). 

Referring to Claim 21: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 19 above. Lincke further 
discloses said WTLS-encrypted packets are routed according to the port number of the 
requested page (col. 18, lines 20-45; col. 114, lines 20-35). 
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Referring to Claim 22: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 21 above. Lincke further 
discloses said WTLS-encrypted packets are routed to different secured domains 
according to different port numbers (col. 18, lines 20-45). 

Referring to Claim 23: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 21 above. Lincke further 
discloses said port number is extracted from the URL of the requested page in an 
application layer of said gateway (col. 8, lines 5-35). 

Referring to Claim 24: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claim 21 above. Lincke further 
discloses said port number is extracted during a session only from a restricted number 
of WTLS-encrypted packets, 

and wherein the routing of at least one following WTLS-encrypted packet depends on 
said extracted port number (col. 17, lines 10-30; col, 18, lines 20-40), 

Referring to Claims 26 and 31: 

A method for performing end-to-end secure data transfer between a terminal and 
a server, wherein said terminal is connected to said server via a wireless connection 
between said terminal and a gateway, said method comprising the steps of: 
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said terminal requesting a secure communication session with said server via 
said gateway, said requesting including the steps of (col. 17, lines 40-50): 

said terminal generating a request including request packets encrypted using a 
[WTLS] protocol (col. 83, lines 1-20), said terminal sending said request to said 
gateway, said gateway forwarding said request to said server or to another server (col. 
18, lines 20-45), wherein said gateway does not decrypt all of said request packets, and 
said server or said another server decrypting some number of said request packets 
using said [WTLS) protocol (91, lines 50-60); 

and 

said server or said another server serving data to said terminal via said gateway, 
said serving including the steps of: 

said server or said another server sending said data including data packets 
encrypted using said [WTLS] protocol to said gateway (col. 1 14, line 45-col. 115, 
Iine10); 

said gateway forwarding said data packets to said terminal, wherein said 
gateway does not decrypt all of said data packets (col. 18, lines 20-35); and said 
terminal decrypting said data packets using said WTLS protocol (col. 89, lines 5-20). 

Although Lincke does not explicitly disclose the use of WTLS, it does provide for 
the use of alternate wireless protocols (col. 115, lines 35-40). WAP WTLS discloses the 
use of the WTLS protocol, which is modular and can thus be layered on top of an 
existing transport layer protocol, and also contains an encryption (Section 1, "Scope"; 
Section 5.1 , "Reference Model"). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
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the art at the time the invention was made to use WTLS in the invention disclosed by 
Lincke. The motivation for doing so would be to use a technology that is widely known 
as an industry standard, rather than the proprietary protocol technology disclosed by 
Lincke, to facilitate its acceptance (WAP WTLS, Section 1, "Scope", 1st paragraph). 

Referring to Claims 27 and 32: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claims 26 and 31 above. 
Lincke further discloses said gateway must decrypt some but not all of said request 
packets to forward said request to said server or said another server (cot. 18, lines 20- 
35). 

Referring to Claims 28 and 33: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claims 27 and 32 above. 
Lincke further discloses said gateway must decrypt some but not all of said data 
packets to forward said data to said terminal (col. 18, lines 45-60). 

Referring to Claims 29 and 34: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claims 26 and 32above. 
Lincke further discloses a browser on said terminal provides information to said gateway 
for forwarding said request to said server or said another server without said gateway 
decrypting any of said request packets (col. 1 1 , lines 25-50). 
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Referring to Claims 30 and 35: 

Lincke and WAP WTLS disclose the limitations of Claims 29 and 34 above. 
Lincke further discloses said information includes one or more of: a port number, a 
domain name, and an URL (col. 18, lines 20-45). 

8. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over "WAP 
Architecture: Wireless Application Protocol Specification" (hereinafter, "WAP1"), 
"Wireless Application Protocol: Wireless Transaction Protocol Specification" 
(hereinafter, "WAP2"), and further in view of RFC2068 ("Hypertext Transfer Protocol - 
HTTP/1. 1", hereinafter "RFC2068"). 

Regarding claim 18: 

WAP1 and WAP2 (incorporated by reference to WAP1 : see WAP1 , "7.3 Wireless 
Transaction Protocol (WTP)") discloses a method by which a mobile user with a WAP 
enabled terminal can access a web or WAP server, said method comprising the steps of 
said terminal sending a request for said server to a WAP gateway using a browser 
(WAP1, "6.2 The WAP Model") and routing said packets, using said gateway, according 
to a port number (WAP2, page 14, "5.3 Relation to Other Protocols"; pages 19-20). It 
should also be noted that the WAP references disclose that WWW standard URLs are 
used to identify and access content from a WAP browser (WAP1, page 12, "6.2 The 
WAP Model"; page 16, "Wireless Session Protocol"). RFC2068 discloses the HTTP 
protocol, including the ability to indicate a port number as part of a URL to route the 
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packets (RFC2068, page 20). Even if Applicant's argument that this ability was not 
present in state-of-the-art browsers at the time of the invention (an assertion that 
Examiner disagrees with), it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to allow a WAP browser to specify a specific port 
number as part of the URL for desire content. The motivation for doing so would be to 
allow for non-standard ports in the event that other transport layer protocols are used, 
without breaking application layer functionality (RFC2068, page 12, 3rd paragraph). 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• "Sendo Licences WAP Browser from Digital Mobility" ©2001 Sendo. 

• Khare, Rohit. "W* Effect Considered Harmful". ©1 999 4k Associates. 

• Bort, Julie. "A WAP on the Head" © 2000 Network World. 

• WAP Architecture: Wireless Application Protocol Architecture Specification. 
© 1998 Wireless Application Protocol Forum, Ltd. 



10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tom Gyorfi whose telephone number is (571) 272-3849. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am - 5:00pm Monday - Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on (571) 272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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